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r"’“». UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 70, My
. 3 REGION Il 7
m\, 841 Chestnut Building
oW Philadeiphia, Pennsyivania 19107

DATE: December 13, 1895

SUBJECT:  APPROVAL MEMORANDUM SU?ERFUND SITE RCRA DEFERRAL CLOSE
OUT REPORT FOR THE AMP, mconpom'rzn SITE CATED IN
GLENROCK, PENNSYLVANIA - ,

FROM: Themas C. Voltagglo, Director'
Hazardous Waste Hanaqenent Division

TO: W. Michael McCabe
Regional Administrator

I. Rackground

The purpose of this memorandum is to secure EPA Region III'’s
management approval of the attached Superfund Site RCRA Deferral
Close Qut Report (the "Close Cut Report") for the AMP,
Incorporated Site, located in Glenrock, Pennsylvania (the
"Site™). The Site, which is owned and operated by AMP, N
Incorporated, consists of approximately twenty (20) acres and is
located in southern York County in central Pennsylvania,
approximately S miles north of the Maryland Pennsylvania border,
on the Susquehanna Trail in the City of Glen Rock.

The attached Close Out Report discussaes how the Site meets
the criteria of the new EPA policy, entitled "The National
Priorities List for Uncontrolled Hazardous Waste Sites; Deletion
Policy for Resource Conservation and Recovery Act Facilities",

" This policy was published on Monday, March 20, 1995 on pages
14641~14645 of the Federal Register. This policy allows deferral
of certain NPL sites to a cleanup under the authorities of the
Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA), as amended, 42

This Close Out Report does not document, and is not intended
to document, a completed Site cleanup. Cleanup at the Site has
not yet been completed. As further discussed in the attached
Close Out Report, cleanup at the Site, and EPA’s oversight of
such cleanup, is proceeding pursuant to statutory authority
provided in Section 3008(Rh) of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. § 6928(h).
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1f the attached c16se Out Report is approved, the Site will

- then be proposed for deletion from the National Priorities List

and deferral tc RCRA in accordance with this new policy.

Pursuant to 40 C.F.R. Part 300, 425(3)(1), EPA has consulted
with representatives of Fennsylvania’s Department of
Environmental Protection ("PADEP") regarding this proposed
deletion from the National Priorities List. .If the attached
Close Out Report is approved, EPA will then prepare a Federal
Register notice of intent to delete the Site from the National

'Priority List. In accordance with 40 C.F.R. Part 300.425(e)(2),

EPA will provide PADEP with at least thirty (30) working days to
review of such notice. EPA will simultaneously seek PADEP’s
concurrence of such proposed deletion.

In the event that you have any questions concerning this

‘matter, please contact Frank Vavra, Remedial Project Hanager at

597-0676.

II. APPROVAL OR DISAPPROVAL ‘
Based upon the facts and findings set forth in the attached

Close Out Report, we recommend that you approve this Superfund
~ Site RCRA Deferral Close Jut Report.

APPROVED: 2

DISAPPROVED:

P ZE

GIONAL ADHINISTRATOR '

/—’/fr/jf .

DATE
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If the attached Close Out Réport is?approved,'tha'SLtq will
then be proposad for delation frgm the National Priorities List
and defarral to RCRA in accordance with this new policy.

Pursuant to 40 C.F.R. Part 300.425(e) (1), EPA has consulted
with representatives of Psnnsylvania’s Department of
Environmental Protaction ("PADEP") ragarding this proposed
deletion from the National Prioritiaes List. If the attached
Close Out Report is approved, EPA will then prepara a Fedaral
Registar notica of intent to delaete the Sita from the National
Priority List. 1In accordance with 40 C.P.R. Part 300.425(e)(2),
EPA will provide PADEP with at least thirty (30) working days to
reviaw of such notice. EPA will simultaneously seek PADEP’s
concurrsnce of such proposed delation.

In the event that you have any questions conchrning this
matter, please contact Frank Vavra, 'Remedial Project Manager at
597-0676. :

IX. APPROVAL OR DISAPPROVAL
Basad upon tha facts and tindings set forth in Eho attached

Closa Out Report, we recommend that you approvr this Superfund
Sitas RCRA Dafarral Close Out Report. -

APPROVED: .

DISAPPROVED: )

DATE _ o W. MICHAEL MCCABE
REGIONAL ADMINISTRATOR
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- This document is a RCRA Deferral Close Out Report for the

AMP, Incorporated Glenrock, Pennsylvania Superfund Site (the
. "Site" or "Facility"). This report is analogous to a Close Qut

Report produced when cleanup at a facility listed on the natiocnal
priorities list ("NPL site") is completed.  Cleanup at the Site
has not yet been completed; therefore, in contrast to the latter
type of Close Out Report this report does not document a
completed site cleanup. 1Instead, this document discusses how
the Site meets the criteria’'of a new policy which allows deferral
of certain NPL sites to a cleanup under the authorities of the
Rescurce Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA), as amended, 42
U $.C. §§ 6901 - €992k, _

This new policy, entitled "The National Priorities List for
Uncontrolled Hazardous Waste Sites; Deletion Policy for Resource
Conservation and Recovery Act Facilities", was published on
Monday, March 20, 1995 on pages 14641- 14645 of the Federal
Register. This policy sets forth the following criteria for.
deleting RCRA facilities from the NPL:

1. If evaluated under EPA’s current RCRA/NPL deferral
policy, the site would be eligible for deferral from listing
on the NPL; :

2. The CERCLA site is currently being addressed by RCRA
corrective action authorities under an existing enforceable
- order or permit coptaining cor:eotive action provisions;

3. Response under chh'is'progfessing adequatoly;'and,
4. Deletion would not diorupt an ongoing CERCLA action.

The policy,. attached as Appendix A hereto, discusses
applicacion of these criteria.

This report summarizes the history of release of hazardous
constituents from the Site and listing of the Site on the NPL.
This report also summarizes RCRA corrective actions taken at the
Site as well as the recent change in EPA policy which allows the
" deletion of NPL Sites where corrective action meets the above
criteria. i

Thig Site is an operating manufacturing tacility, which
notified EPA of its hazardous waste activities in a letter dated
“August 13, 1980, 1In this notification, the facility
- owner/operator identified itself as a generator of hazardous

waste and an owner/operator of a treatment, ‘storage, or disposal
facility for hazardous was:e
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II. SUMMARY OF SIT® HISTORY
A, Site Location and Description

The Site, which is owned and operated by AMP, Incorporated,
consists of approximately twenty (20) acres and is located in
southern York County in central Pennsylvania, approximately 5
miles north of the Maryland - Pennsylvania border, in the City of
Glen Rock. AMP Incorporated’s Materials Development Laboratory
(MDL) facility is located on the Site, The MDL facility is a
combined manufacturing and research operation, which has been
active since tha late 1%50‘s. The facility consists of two
‘buildings: the Materials Develcpment Lab (MDL) and Plastics
buildings. The purpose of the MDL facility is research and
development of new adhesives and plastics. :

B, Contamination Background

In the early 1980's, the workers at AMP began complajining
about the tasce of the drinking water at the facility. 1In
Qctober 1983, AMP installed a carbon filtration unit on the AMP
well utilized for drinking water purposaes. In the summer of
1984, AMP workers complained again about the taste of water at
the facility. A sampling and analysis of onsite production wells
indicated that the groundwater in those wells was contaminated by
volatile organic compounds (VOCs). Latar in 1984, after AMP-
discovered that a backup water supply well had also become
contaminated, AMP offered bottled water to residents of an
adjacent trailer park. Additinally, AMP hired a contractor to
perform a hydrogeological assessment of tha extent and
concentration of contamination. : .

- Results of the 1984 groundwater sampling indicated that VOCs '

. ware prasant in the subsurface soils and groundwater beneath:
- parts of the MDL facility. Total VOC concentrations in the
groundwater samples from site wells ranged from 12,191 ppb to
non-detectable in several monitoring wells. The two compounds
which wers found to exist in highest concentrations in the
groundwater at the Site were: 1,1,l-trichlorosethane (1,1,1-TCA)
and 1,1,2-trichlorcethane(1,1,2-TCA). Trichlorcethylens (TCE),
tetrachloroathylena (PCE) and thair decay products were detected

in lesser amounts in groundwater at the Sitas.

C. NPL Listing

In August 1986, EPA proposed tha inclusion of ths AMP Glen
Rock facility on the NPL. At that time, facilities placed on the
NPL weras to be addressed under EPA’s authorities pursuant to the
Comprehensive Environmental Responss Compensation and Liability

~ Act (CERCLA, commonly known ag "Superfund"), 42.U.S.C. §9601. et

seqg. Howsver, in 1984, ths Resourca Conversation and Recovery
Act (RCRA}, 42 U.S.C. § 6301 =t gseq., was amended to allow EPA to
address contamination at currently operating hazardous waste’
facilities under RCRA authorities., Additionally, in June 1988,

- EPA finalized the RCRA/NPL Listing Policy, which further defined

2.
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EPA’s ability to address sites listed on the NPL under RCRA. K/

Because of these revisions to the RCRA statute and policy, AMP
requested that the contamination investigation and eventual site
remediation be addressed using RCRA authorities. In August 1988,
EPA listed the AMP Glen Rock facility on the NPL pursuant to
Section 105(a) (8) (b) of CERCLA, 42 U.S.C. § 960S5(a) (8)(B). At
that time, AMP was not addressing the contamination at the Site
pursuant to RCRA corrective action authorities, and EPA

_ determined that the NPL listing was required to protect human
health and the environment.

._xmmmmmmﬂ
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Alternative Seledtion And Constrxuction

On January 4, 1589, EPA and AMP entered into an
Administrative Consent Order ("RCRA RFI/CMS ACO"), pursuant to
Section 3008 (h) of RCRA. Under the terms of this Order, AMP was
‘required to complete a RCRA Facility Investigation ("RFI")},
which requires an on-site and off-site investigation of the
nature and extent of a release(s) of hazardous waste(s) from the
Site. This RCRA RFI/CMS ACO also required AMP to complete a
Corrective Measure Study® ("CMS"), which is a study to evaluate
various cleanup alternatives. AMP completed these investigations
and submitted to EPA for approval a CMS. The approved CMS for
this Site evaluates four Corrective Measure Alternatives.
("CMA's") for remediation of the releases. EPA approved the CMS
during May 1990. .Subsegquent to approving this CMS, EPA prepared
a Draft RCRA Record of Decision ("ROD*), which set forth CMA #4
"as EPA’'s preferred corrective measure alternative for this Site.
CMA #4 includes pumping and treatment of groundwater, operation
of an infiltration trench, and sampling of groundwater and
surface water.

During the week of July 30th - August 3rd, 1990, a public
notice soliciting public comment on the Draft RCRA ROD appeared
in the York Daily Record and was announced on WSBA radioc in York,
Pennsylvania on August 14th and 15th. No public comments were
received by EPA regarding the remedy selection. On January 22,
1991, EPA issued a final ROD for remediation at the Facility.

The Regional Administrator, EPA Region III, made a final
determination selecting CMA #4 as the Corrective Measure to be
implemented by AMP. :

t A RCRA Facility Investigation is the RCRA counterpart
to a Remedial Investigation conducted pursuant to CERCLA.

¥ A RCRA Corrective Measure Study is the RCRA counterpart
to a Feasibility Study conducted pursuant to CERCLA.’

3
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On January 22, 1991, EPA and AMP entared into an
Administrative Consent Order, the RCRA CMI ACO, requiring the
implementation of CMA #4. Corrective action at the Site is
currently being performed pursuant to this RCRA CMI ACO.

On June, 20, 1991, the US EPA CERCLA Remedial Project
Manager for the Sits, the RCRA Project Manager for the Site, and
the Project Manager assigned to the Site by the Pennsylvania
Department of Environmental Resources (PADER)? performed a tour
of the facility. The tour focused on the pumping and treatment
system and a visual inspection of the treatment system,

In September of 1391, pursuant to the RCRA CMI ACO, a Draft
Corrective Measures Implementation Report ("CMI Report") was
submitted to EPA. This Draft CMI Report detailed additional

‘investigation activities including soil and ground water
sampling, construction of CMA #4 and routins monitoring and
laboratory testing. By letter, dated September 10, 1991, EPA
conditionally approved the Final CMI Report. The conditions of
such approval have been satisfied and, therefore, EPA has
approved this Final CMI Report. In accordance with the RCRA CMI
ACO, such approval indicated EPA’s determination (as of that
time) that the constructed project is consistent with the design
specifications and that CMA #4 is progressing towards the clean-
up goals set forth in the RCRA ROD.

According to the Final CMI Report, dated September 1991, EPA

understands that approximately six racovery walls are used on the
Site to pump and treat groundwater containing volatils organic
compounds (VOCg). The captured groundwater is treated by passing
it through two air stripping towers in series. Air emission
control devices have been installed on the air stripping towers.
The treated water is d‘ :rharged to a small pond to the southeast
of the site known as L -kin Pond. Groundwater samples are being

collected on and off-s a on a quartarly basis.

Groundwater monitoring points and one surface watsr sampling
point are sampled quarterly to monitor the effectiveness of the
- remedy. . '

B, QOperation And Maintenance Of Corrective Meagure

The corrective actions that have been taken at the Site,
pursuant to RCRA, are comparables with those which would be taken
under ths Comprehensive Environmental Responsa, Compensation, and
Liability Act of 1980 (CERCLA) and the National 0il Hazardous
Substances Pollution Contingancy Plan (40 CFR Part 300). In
accordance with the RCRA CMI ACO, the corrective action

'~ The Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Resources
has recently been restructured and its responsibilities relating

to RCRA have been reassigned to thq;ﬁéhnsy vania Department of
Environmental Protection. = : .

e S & it i s SN
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alternative is being reviewed every two years (similar to the ¥

CERCLA S-year review process) to ensure that, among other things,
the remedy is protective of human health and the environment.

In accordance with Section VI.C. of the RCRA CMI ACO, AMP is
required to submit a Draft Corrective Measure Two Year Assessment
Report every two years (beginning two years from the effective
date of such Consent Order). The purpose of gsuch report is to
avaluate CMA #4 in attaining the clean-up goals specified in the
RCRA ROD. AMP submitted its first Draft Corrective Measures Two-
Year Assessment Report during January of 1993. At that time, the
ground water cleanup criteria had not been attained and AMP
proposed some enhancements of the ground water remediation
program. AMP also proposed to investigate new sources of
contamination. Two additional recovery wells were added and
additional soil samples weré taken. The recovery of contaminants
was enhanced by such additional wells. AMP is required to
submit, and has submitted, a Draft Corrective Action Two Year
Assessment Report every two years subsequent to 1993. A second
Draft Corrective Measure Two-Year Assessment Report was submitted
in January 1995. - This report reflects that final ground water
remediation goals, as set forth in the RCRA ROD, have not yet
been met, but progress towards such goal has been attained.

: Implementation of the approved CMA will continue as planned
until the VOC concentrations in the subsurface are in compliance
with the clean-up criteria set forth in the RCRA ROD. The RCRA
ROD specifies the following clean-up standards for the following
volatile organic compounds (VOCs):

yee |  Compliance Concentration (ppb)
1,1,2-TCA : 0.6 |
1,1,1-TCA 200
TCE . s

Five points of compliance are currently being used as
monitoring locations to document the effectiveness of the CMA,
These locations have been identified in the Final CMI Report,
were chosen and agreed upon between AMP and EPA in accordance
with the RCRA CMI ACO. Two off-site wells and three on-site
wells are being used as points of compliance.

Based upon the above described corrective action assessment
. reports, or any other relevant information, EPA may in the future
determine that AMP has achieved the clean-up standards specified
in the RCRA ROD. As of the issuance of this RCRA Deferral Close
Qut Report, EPA has not determined that the clean-up standards
specified in the RCRA ROD have been achieved. Implementacion of
the approved CMA will be required until EPA makes such a
determination. - : _ ' B

Pursuaht to the Final CMI'Report, subseqﬁent to AMP
establishing that groundwater clean-up standards (or remedial
compliance concentrations) have been achieved in the groundwater,

k]
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.monitoring of the groundwater system at the designated points of ~/
compliance will be performed at the following schedule: a)

quarterly for the first two years; b) semiannual for the next two
vears; and, ¢) annual for the final year.

At the time of the NPL listing, the Site posed a significant
risk to human health and ths. envircnment that was not being
addressed under either CERCLA or RCRA corrsctive action
authoritieg. At that time, EPA determined that the most
axpeditious way to address the contamination at the Site was
through the ugse of CERCLA authorities. Subsaguent to that
determination, AMP, Inc. entered into the RCRA RFI/CMS ACO.

Since that time conditions have changed, and tha Facility has
been addressing all of the Site contamination at the Site
pursuant to RCRA §3008(h). The Facility is currently in
compliance with the RCRA CMI ACO, described above. Consequently,
if this Site weres evaluated for NPL listing under the current
conditions, the Site would bs deferred to RCRA.

B, The CERCIA 3ite jis currently being addressed by RCRA
corrective action aythorities under an exjisting
enforceable order or permit containing corxrective
agtion provisions. '

As described above, on January 4, 1989, EPA and AMP entered
into a RCRA RFI/CMS ACO, pursuant to Section 3008(h) of RCRA.
Under the terms of that Consent Order, AMP was required to
complete an on-sits and off-site investigation ¢f the nature and
extent of a release of hazardous wastes from the Site and to
conduct a study to evaluate varicus cleanup alternatives. AMP
subsequently fulfilled the conditions of this Consent Order.-

As also described above, on January 22, 1991, EPA and AMP
entered into a RCRA CMI ACO, pursuant to Section 3008(h) of RCRA.
This RCRA CMI ACO required AMP to implement the selected
corrective action resmedy, set forth in EPA’s ROD as CMA #4. 1In
September 1991, pursuant to the 1591 RCRA CMI ACO, EPA approved
the Final Corrective Measures Implementation Report. AMP is
continuing to implement the selected remedy, which includes
pumping and treatment of groundwater, oparation of an ’
infiltration trench, and sampling of groundwater .and surfacse
water. This 1991 RCRA CMI ACO will remain in effect until such
time when EPA determines that remediation has bsen completed.

The Facility has been in compliance with ths RCRA CMI ACO.
Furthermore, thers has not been a history of protracted W,
negotiations due primarily to an uncocoperative owner or operator.

]
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C. Response under RCRA is progressing adequately.

Corrective action is progressing satisfactorily under the
RCRA CMI ACO, as described above. All known groundwater
contamination is being addressed through EPA’s exercise of its
corrective action authorities pursuant to RCRA.

meumummmmmmm

Other than completing a CERCLA Site Assessment and listing
the Site on the NPL, no further administrative action has taken
place pursuant to CERCLA. Based upon the continued compliance
gzth the RCRA CMI ACO, no CERCLA action is planned for the

uture. .

V._EROTECTIVENESS

By implementing the CMA, all immediate threats posed by the
contaminated groundwater are being mitigated by providing an
alternate water supply or by installing the groundwater treatment
system. RCRA has adequate authority pursuant to Section 3008 (h)
- to address any needed changes in corrective action to address
current or future Site conditions. Although the CERCLA NPL
listing helped facilitate compliance under the more appropriate
RCRA authority, an adequate remedial action has been constructed
and is in operation under a RCRA 3008(h) Consent Order and
deferral to RCRA authorities is justified. The Site may now be
proposed for deletion from the National Priorities List and .
deferral to RCRA in accordance with EPA policy.

AR00062U
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anti-sbuse mule of paregraph (e)(Lifvilat
this section. i

Example 4. Hedged counted only
once, fanuary 1. 1998, Corporation X - .
owns 3 $100 suilion partfoiio of stocks
all of which wauld substantislly averlag
with a $100 million regulated futures
cootract (RFC) 00 & commonly used
index (the ndex). On January 18, . -
Corporation X enters into & $100 million
short position in an RFC on the (ndex -
with & Marcl delivery date and enters -

"ioto « $79 million long position inan -
RFC oo the [ndex for June delivery. Alse
on Janusry 13, 1996, Corporntion X .
indicates in its books and records that
the long a2d shan RFC positions ace
intended t0 offset one another. Under
parsgraphs (c)(8) of this saction, $7%
million of tha shart position in the RFC
is aot treated as diminishing the risk of

" loss on (e stock portfollo and instead

is treated g8 a straddle or a Bedging
-transaction. 43 appropriate, with respect
10 the $73 mullion long position ia the
RFC. under section 1092. The remaining

- $25 mullion short position is treated as
dimunisaing the risk of loss on the

- portfolio by holding a position in
substaatially similar or related prope
The rules of ru-agnph {c)(1) determine
how much of the pertfolio is subject to
this rule and the cules of parsgraph
{¢)(3) determune which shares have their

holding periods tolled. : _

{e) Effective date—{1) In general. The
provisions of this section apply to
dividends received on or |

1905, on stock acquired after july 18,
1984.

(2) Special cule for dividends received
on certain stock. Notwithstanding
paragraph (e}{1} of this section, this ~
'ucm::; plies to any dividends =
recet & taxpaysr oz stock scquired
after july 18, 1954, if the taxpayer bas
diminished its risk of lcss by holding
substantially similar or related Jmputy :

{avolving the lollowing types
transactions— '

(i) The short sala of common stock
when holding convertible preferred
" stock of the same fssusr and the price
changes of the two stocks are related, or
the short sale of s convertible debenture
while bolding coavertible preferred .
stock into which the debecture is
convertible (or common stock), ore

perty.

1Bort sle of convertible preferred #0ck . Murearet Milnar Richerdsnn,

W?:‘l:aldm;comoamck:c_ -
tion of & short position
_NCMMmmluﬂ
Mtﬁo:o!mopuond:
coniTuct or
stock index itsel, or the grant of a deep-
in-the-money option to buy the
regulated futures contract of the stock
index whils holding the stock of an -

._:lm

investment compeny whose priaci
hoidings mimic the performance of the
stocks included in the stock index: or
alternativaly. whils holding a portfolio
composed of stocks that mimic the
performance of the stocks included in

. the stock index.

Par. 3. Section 1.1092(d)-2 is added
to read as follows: _

§1.1092{0}=2 Personal property. o
la} Special rules for stock. Under

" saction 1092(d)(3)(B), personal property

includes any stock that is pan ala
straddle. at lesast one of the offsetting

- . . positions of wiich s & position with
_tespedt 10 substantially similar oc
.related prorny {othe? than stock), For

. purposes o ;

. substantially similar or related property

tkis rule, the term
isdefized in §1.248-3 (other than

. §1.246=3(6)(3)). The rule in § 1.248-

5(cl(8} does not narrow the related party

.rule ia section 1092{d)(4).

(b) Effective date—{1} In general. This
section applies ta positions established

.on or after March 17, 1995. '

o Special rule for certoin stroddles.
_This section applies to positions
. sstablished

after March 1. 1984, if the
taxpaysr substantially diminished its

.. risk of loss by holding substantislly
-similar ot related property (avolving the
- following types of transactions—

-{1) Holding offsetting pesitioas

.. consisting of stock and a coavertible
"debenturs of the sams corporstion
- where the prics movements of the two

positions are related; or

. (lll!-told.ln; a short position (s o stock

index regulated futures contract (or
slternatively an optica o such & ,
regulated futures contract or aa optica
on tha stock index) and stock in an
igvestment company whose princi
mimic the performance of the
socks inctudad in the stock index (or
slternatively & pordolio of stocks whose
mimics the

the stocks included la the stock index).

CcmbuémolkWMnu '

- Dated: March 3, 1098,
mdmrmn'yﬂ'uhnql-
(FR Boc. 93-6693 Flled 3=17-45; §:48 am|
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VA
ENVIRONMENTAL PR
A CTECTION

40 CFR Part 300
[FAL-5173-4]

The National Pricrities List for
Uncontroiled Hazardcus Waste Sites;
Oeletion Pollcy for Resourcs
Consarvation and Recovery Act
Paciiitien

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency. .
AGTION: Notice of policy statement.

SUMMART: The Environmental Protaction
AT:ncy (“EPA") is annouacing a policy
w to the National Ctl and °

ous Subsances Conungency Plan
{"NCP"}, 40 CFR part 100, which was
promulgated pursuant to section 108 of
the Comprehensive Eavironmental
Response, Compensation, and Liamlity
Act of 1940 ("CERCLA") tamendced v
the Superfund Amendroears and
Reauthonzation Act af 1964 (" SARA "}
and Exscutive Order 13330152 FR =7 1.
lenuary 19, 1987). CERCLA reyuioes t2a
the NCP Include a list of national
priorities among he knawn riesses ¢
threatened relsases of hazardoua
substances, pollutaats or contam.c wiis

" throughout the United States. u.d ... a:

the list be cevised at lmast annuaiy The
National Priorities List{* NPL),
initially promulgated as .\ppendix 3 of
the NCP on September 8, 1983 (48 FR
40658}, constitutes this tist. ’

This document describes a policy for
daeleting sites from the NPL and
deferring them to ths Resourcs
Conservaticn and Recovery Act
{"RCRA"), as amended by the
Hazardous and Solid Waste

© Amendments of 1984 (“HSWA")

corrective action program, if they meet
the eligibility criteris for deletion set out
in the NCP. EPA mquested public
comment oa this policy on mber
21, 1988 (53 FR 51421). The policy
\es 10 sites o0 the NPL that are
-regulated facilities sngaged in

treatment, storsge or di of

"hazardous waste (“TSDe” under the.

RCRA program).

SFFECTIVE OATI: This policy Us effective
on April 19, 18498.

ADORESSES: Comments received and the

Ageacy’

contained in the Hesdquarters

Saparfund Docket. The Headquarters

Superfund Dockst is jocated at the U.S.

Eavironmental Protection -
Gatsway 11, 12th Floor, 123

Jofferson Davis Highway, Arlington, VAL

It is available for viewing

sppointment snly fom 9:00 .o to 4:00
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.., Moaday through Friday, excluding Priorittes List (“NPL"). A site may corrsctive action suthoriti ul .
odsral houzay!- Telephone 703/603=  undergo Fund-fnanced remedial sction CERCLA's oversight mou:'a: ?ar%:?. :
3917, only alter it is placed on the NPL. See situations where another suthonty iy

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTAGT: The
Superfund Hottine, phooe 800/424-
9348 (or 703/412-3810 {n the
Washington, DC metropolitaa area).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFCAMATION?

Tabile of Coatents
{. introduction
f1. Palicy for Deleting RCRA Sites Fom the
ppeacin A Summesy of VP Dol
01. Appeadin A: Summary of } oo/
F;:rnl Pollcies .

L Introduction
A. Purpose of CERCLA

In 1980, Congress snicted the
Comprehensive Enviconmental
Response. Compensaton, and Liability
Act. 42 U.5.C. 96801, ot seq. (“CERCLA"

“ue the Act”), 1n tesponse to the dangers

- of unconuoiied or abandoned bazardous
waste sites, CERCL.A was amended in
1986 oy the Syperfund Amendments
and Reautkorization Act {'SARA™),
Pub. C.. No. 99=-{39. 100 Stat. 1613. To
implement CERCLA, the Environmental
Protection Agency {(“EPA" or “the
Agency") promulgated the National Oil
and Hazardous Substazces Pollutica
Contingency Plan ("NCP"), 40 CFR part
300, oa fuly 18, 1982 (47 FR 31180),
E:rsmt to CERCLA section 108 and

soutive Order 12316 (48 FR 42237,
August 20. 1381). The NCP, further
revised most recently by EPA oa Muxh
8. 1980 (33 FR 3584). sets forth
guidelines and procedures for
m‘rondtng undet CERCLA to releases
and threateaed relsases of hazardous
substances, pollutants, or contaminants.

o ThJINauom:I Pﬁﬂﬂuﬁ%"&
{(nitiaily promuigated as Ap
the NCP on Septamber 3, 1983 {48 FR

-+ 40653}, constitutes this st

EPA requested public commient cn
tshuzpoucy,. aa Decermber 71, 1958 (S FR
1421 :

8. Purpose of the NPL
Secticn 103{a)8XA) of CERCLA
?qui&tumnmmw-atm
- for “determining prioritiss smong
relatses or threatsnad relseses
throughout the United States foe the
. purposa of taking remedtal actica and, |
to the extent practicable taking inte
account the potsntial urgency of such -
acton.” Sectioa 103{s){8)B) of CERCLA
requires that those criteria be used to
prepare 4 st of nadonal prioritiee -
among the known reisases or threatensd
hazardous substances,

- teleases of

poilutants, or contaminants
the United States. The list, which is
Appendix B of the NCP, is the Naticasl

40 CFI 300.425(bi(t4. :
The Hazard Ranking System ("HRS"),

~ which EPA promulgated as Appendix A

of the NCP (47 FR 31219, fuly 18, 1582),
and amended (53 FR 51332, December
14, 19%0), is the principal tool upos
which the Agency relies to determing
the prionty sites {or possible cemedial
sctions under CERCLA, ¢0 CFR

. 300.425(c)1). [n addition o the HRS

scoring method. & site aiso may be lsted
if designated as & state's Righest priority,

and Disease Registry (“ATSOR") has
issued & Realth advisory loe the tite, and
EPA determines that the site poses &
significant threat to public health and
that it will be more cost sifective to use
the Agency's remedial authority thag to
uss removal authority to respond to a
g;.““. fd. at 40 CFR 300.425(c] (2} and

11, Policy for Deleting Sites from the
NPL Based Upoa RCRA Deferral

A, Purpose of Today's Notice

This notice announces the Agency's
policy of delsting RCRA facilities fom
the NPL before & cleanup is complets,
if the site is being, or will be, adequately
addressad by the RCRA corrective
action program under an existng permit
or order. EPA must also be satisfied,
basad either on 2n evalustion of &
petition from a pm ::luido the
Agencyorviaa eral Agency
irrmlaiar bt i o detom

progrm,
the critaria for defarral
The terms “defsrral” and “deletion”

. orifthe Agency for Toxic

a8 used in the context of the NPL refer

to the followigg: Delerral cafery to the
decision not to List & site ony the NPL, o
uot retain a site on the NPL., t0 allow
anather authority (RCRA corrective
action ia this case) to handle the
remediation of the site in Uew of

CERCLA. Delstion lg the act of taking s

site off the NPL, whick may occur

. because cleanup o ¢ site is complets or

because another suthority (such
RCRA corrective action) can be used to

- bring about remsdistion at the site and

Please sew Appendix & summary
of the dowlo%mm of deferral palicies.

8. Rationale for Deleting Sitew Based
Upon RCRA Deferral Undes NCI™
Deletion Criteria :

EPA belisves it is w
delets sites froms the upon
deferral to RCRA under certain
dreumstances. Deletien of sites from the
NPL to defer tham 9 RCRA Suixitls C

ARDD0627

aot available, as wall as avoid passible
duplicatica of sffart and the aeed for 1y
owner/aperatar 1o lollow more than ong

sat of regulatory procedures,

Elfminsting tion under two

separate authorities also will eliminate
public and ownaer/operatoe confusicn

aver which authority has primacy. :
Morvover, siace the CERCLA and RCRA -

] have comparatle cleanu
3% Subuue C facilities P

nqu.lrl.ng remediation appropriately
may be deferred tny RCRA corrective
action awuthorities unless deletion wouig
ixtmrfln with the reraediation of the
site,

Howaver, today's RCRA deletion
?oucy does ot pertain to Federsl
acility sites. Federal faciiity sites wil,
oot be delsted from the NPL based ypon
deferral to RCRA. even if such faciiities
are also subiject to the corrective acuon
authorities of Subtitie € of RCRA. Ong
of the primary juals of deferrti—
maximiziag the use o limited Fund
mnaies—does 20t apply tu Federal
facility sites since Federal faculitise
typically are not eligible for Fuad.

" fnanced remedial action. Furthetmory,

the goal of avoiding duplication of
efforts can be rescived through the s,
of comprebensive later-Agency ./ -
Am;mmu (54 FR 10322, March 13,
1389

C. Proposed Criteria for Deleting Sites
Jrean the NPL Basad on Deferral to

The following are the criteria
gmpudlnmnocmbg'?..‘mu
sdaral Register notice armining
whethar & site be delated o the
NPLbased u ferral to another
authority a8 RCRA:
. L A site oa the NPL is currently being
addressad by another regulatory
authority under an eafocceshle ordarar
requiring corrective actics or
RPs have sntered inta.s CERCLA
consent ordar to perform the RD/RAL
i 3 is progressing
tely:
A S om o 1 v

disrupt a8 cogoing CERCLA respons
acton; and

iv?mmmmtotdo&ndtothl
aul.h.odtyhnbunmﬁm{'l'.‘o.l.nthc
requastin must
condluong ferral to that au
{n addition to the three specilie
sot out shove for deleticn based

defernal) :
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criteria to actions to delete based 02
deferral to RCRA far sites wat are on the
NPL than to sites 1hat are candidates for
deferral priot to NPL lisng. For NPL
sites, EPA has completed its listng

- process, identiisd the siteas & poteatial

roblem requiring further attention. and
gﬁon hur:oqmmcnad CERCLA cesponss
actions. Lo addition. e listing (iseifl has

ted public anticipauion of & responss
c_u.;:;" cE:ciA Thus. EPA and the

ublie will genesally bave an interest in
:mn' that L‘hm sites are addressad by
the Superfund program. particularly ia
cases where significant Superfund
resources already have been sxpended
at a site. Thus, it (s in the best interest
of the public to apply different and
mote stingent critetia. )

{n todsy's noticw. EPA is finalizing the
criteria enumerated below for use in

. identilying sites alipble for deletion
based upon deferrsl to RCRA corrective .

iction authorities. A site should satsfy
all of these criteria to be eligible for

delution. Where thete is uncsnsiaty as

:0 whether the criteria have besn met,
duletion generally will be inappropnate.
The crueria are the following: _

t. If evaluated under EPA’s current
RCRA/NPL deferral policy.! the site
would be eligible for deferral fom
listing on the NFL. :

2. The CERCLA site Is cwrrently being
addressad by RCRA corrective action.
autborities under an existing
enforceable order or permit coataining
carrective action provisions. .

h Rcspons'ld under {lCRA is
progressing sdequately.

4. Deletion would not disrupt an
cngoiag CERCLA response sction.

E. Discussion of Each Critericn .
The frst criterion states that sites

action order). For RCRA facilities within
the second category, the Agency will
review the original listing fatioaale (e.g..
unwillingness. bankrupicy) together
with current information o ascertain
whether conditions at the site kave
changed sufficiently to warrant deletion
frora the NPL. Where thers is -
uncsrtainty about whether the criteria
Aive besn met. deletion generaily will
be inappropriste. Persons who submit -
petitions for deletion will have to besr
the burden of demonstrating that they
meet the current criteria lor deletion
based upon deferral, and that the
conditiony that justified the listing no
longer sxist and aze not likely 1o recur.:
second criterion states that the
sith is being addrwssed hy RCRA
corrective action suthorities urder an

. existing order or permit. The criterion

specifles that the requiremaent applies to
sites as delined by CERCLA, and that
the suthority addressing the site is
RCRA Subtitie C corrective action.
Undet tha second criterion, cortective
sction ordars or permits issued by EPA
or an authorized state program that
address comrective action at the facility
must generally bein place asa
condition of deletion. This criterion
sarves as an objective indicator that
contamination at a site is addressabie
under RCRA corrective action
authorities. The term “addressable™ in
this context means that 8 CERCLA site

is fully remediable by a permit or order

with a scheduie of compliance. whether
or not sctusl cleanup bas begun.
Corrective action its or orders
should require the cleanup of alf
reloases at the CERCLA site (e.g.. if
contamination stemming from the

' -mmmnmmmndm
.boundariss of & particular hcility,

such relegses must be sddressed under
RCRA sections 3004{v) and 3008(h) or
ather enforcement suthority under
RCRA): 2 otherwise, the tite
would gaot be & candidste for deletion.
There may be circumstances where
modification of ‘l,:‘on!cdw mb;? ordars
of permits may bs nscessary befors &
mho,eonndond!ordchﬂon

. from the NPL. For example, a facility
owner/cperatar who has been doi.n;

- or 3) CERCLA

~ CERCLA respanse,

remedial work under CERCLA and
(ntends to pwsue deletion fom the
NPL. genersily must obtain modification

-of RCRA permuts or orders if oxasting

permits and orders do g0t contan
corrective action requirements for sil
oparable units. Likewise. the
implementing ageacy intending to

- unilateraily pursus deistion would need

to modily crdecs or permits if aecesaary.
This shouid enabis the facility 1o mest
the sacond cntenon by ensuring that the
entire CERCLA-deflzted facility 1s

- subject to RCRA corrective actian.

Under the third aritenon, EPA
svaluates whether response under
RCRA is progressing adequateiv. The
RCRA/NPL deferral policy curmnty
locks to campliance with crrrective
action orders of permity as tae promary
indicatoe s whether an owner:aperatar
is willing to ungumake somecus» ovion.
Under this criterion. tcncoms.iasce
with corrective acuon onders ad
PUITRILS BeLdiLly ‘vodld = a0 led a8
an indinator that rey .4 287 RCRA
i A0t PTOYTVasing JutG alsin The :
Agency's svaluatiun Tas .M €Ay Nere.
howusvee. Even if an owaee operitor s
in compliance with 3 ueerective sctioa
order J¢ permiut. EPA may Jutermune

" that respanse is a0t 3engoassing

adequately based upoa ther factars. Far
-axampis. the Agency may zonsider

- whether there has been 3 history of

protuacted negotianions dus primarnly to
an unccopseritive ownee or nperator.

Under the lourth criterion. EPA
svaluates on & site-by-site basis whether

- delation would diseypt an oagoung

CERCLA response action. Consistent
with the deletion criterivn st fonth in
the NCP, the fourth criterion ia today's
notics is satisfled only whare one of the
following two circumstances exist: 1) no
CERCLA respoass has beea undertaken:
response has bee
discontinyed (e.5.. where 'Cdm?.&d
tespanse action bas rsached & logi

point of transfer to the RCRA program
and has been discontlaued). Response
acticns being ucdenaken uader
CERCLA generaily will not be
discontinued solely to allow for

" daletion.

. In cases where EPA determines that s
or 8 CERCLA
cambined with & RCRA

. Epam. is the wost effective approach

sddressing contamination at a site.
the site will be retained on the NPL. In

" sddition, s site genenally will not de

for deletion based upon deferral
to it mdl:.hhdlhﬂ‘g.n would cause
agignificant in the response
resuiting in a th::u to human health or
ths snvirooment. -

AR000628
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F. Process for Deleting Sites From the
NPL

{n order for ¢ site to be deleted fom
the NPL based upon deferral to RCRA,
that site will be evaluated by EPA. a8
well as the reievant state authaority.
Deferral will be accomplished only alter
s voordinated review has occurred and
concurmence -as Seen ichisved, As with
any deistion, a decision to delele 4 site
based upon deferral to RCRA would be
made only after EPA publishey & Notice
of Inteac 1o Delete in the Federal
Register and commpnt is taken ™
addition. EPA's regulations a:.5 * 1 site
to be deleted oaly if “the state iz which
the release was located hag cccusred
on the propused deletion” i¥ [FR
3G0.4250wj(21). )

The process of deletion may begqin
either oy a petition by a pasty nutside
the Agency. such as & facility owner/
operator. or via 3 cnilateral activn from
EPA. Peations and .nquirivs adout them
shouid be directad *o the apgrooriate
Regional Admuniscator. The setiuoner
must demonstrate that Le site has mat
rthe lour critena (o e satisfactinn of
EPA, as weil 18 the state in which the
raieasa hes occurred, f necrssary, the
Agency may request additional
information from the petitioner belore
making a Jecision.

Finally. if, ater deletion, EPA later
determires that 3 524 {s not being
addressed adequately undet RCRA. and
that CERCLA temedial sction is
necessary at the sice, the site wauld
cemaia eligible lor CERCLA fund.
financed remedial action. (40 CFR
300.428(¢1t3)). Uader such ’
circumstances, and ia sccordancs with

*the NCP. the site alsa may be sligible for

telisting on the NPL.
(1L Appendix A: Summary of NPL

1. NCP Criteria Joe Delating Sites From
the NPL -

Section 300.425(e)1) {1)}={111) of the
NCP addresses deletion of sites from the
NPL. Pursuast ta that saction, relesses
may be daleted fom the NPL where
EPA dnun!n_.h that no m&ﬂ response
is appropriate. 3 making
dotfgumuoa. EPA must consider,
consultation with the state, whether any
of the foilowing criteria have been met

(1) Ras #3 or othes
pomumn imp mz:;d al
appro refpone ons m&‘d“

p&) R.I.l sppropriats Pund-financed
respocse undes CERCLA has bean
{mplementad, snd n0 further

TeSpOnIS
actioq by responsible parties is
R it emedial toveetigation has
shown that the relssse posss 10

significant threat to public health or the
snvirorunent and therefore, taking
rernedial measures is not appropriate.

2. Current Deferral Policies

When the initial NPL was
promulgated (48 FR 40638, September
8. 1981}, the Agency announced cartain
listing policies relating to sites that
might qualily for the NPL, but {nstead
rould by “deferred” to another authority
foe cleanup. These defarral policies
included sites that can be addressed by
the cortective action authorities of
RCRA Subtitle C, ae that ace subdject to
‘equlation by the Nucteat Regulatory
Commission.’ (/d. at 1D381-42).

2. RCRA Deferral Policy

in the preamble to the fnal rule
jromulgating *he (aitial NPL (48 FR
40682, Sepramber 8. 1963), EPA
winouniced he RCRA/NPL duferrai
pulicy, wiuch provided at “vasre g
sitd cunsists ot requlated Lautsaia
RURA fac:lity sparating pursuant ‘o a4
D60 of 1rim status, it will aot he
tncicdad nn ‘1o NPL but will iastead be
wdiressed uacae the authorities of
RCRA.” Sizce rhat time. EPA has
unendod e RCRA NPL defermal policy
an a numbee uf occasions. \For a more
detai.md liscnssion of the componants
of e RICRA NPL deferra) policy, see
e Federal Register notice referenced
beigw.4

Prior 10 enactment of the Hazardous
and Sclid Waste Amendments of 1984
(HSWA? taly teleases to ground water
from regulated uaits, i.o. swriace
impoundments, waste piles. land
treatment areas. and landfills were
subject to corrective action requiremaeats
untder RCRA. The enactmegt of HSWA
geaty expanded RCRA Subtitle C
corrective action authorities. For
example, undee RCRA section 3004{u),
hazardous waste treatment, storege, and
disposal facilitiee sesking RCRA permits
must address al) relsases of hazardous

constitiients to any medium from solid
waste mana units, whether active
or inactive. MSWA also provided aew

tin 1948, he A propoesd e dedm w8
1 ey
number of e sutboritiss. aamely Subdvias D od
§ of RCRA. the Sucfhos Mins Conred and
et i b
{rectict '
("M‘LmuuMnuﬂo
parcias volualartly w cleas up sitas CIRCLA
withewt lsting (33 ¥R 31414, Decmnber 1t, 19085
Fioal decisions have not “ees made of thaee -
proposals, sod they v aes addremd ia 1his ootice.
+Og March 13, tso® (34 FR 108200 IPA
announced the peticy »f ol an the NI,
Podiral Bcility sites vt ey b for tisting
(9.5 Lhay have an HZX com of 8.8 or bigher e
A suchy faciiition are sose subledt 1 the correctve

.

/] *
authority ia RCRA secticn 309
address releases that have m:‘zﬁ“i@%—/
beyord the facility boundary. n
addition, section 3008(h) authorizes
EPA to compel corrective action or any
response Mecessary to protect human
health or the environrment when there is
or bas been g release of bazasdous waste
at 1 RCRA aterim status facility. -

{n lght of the aew authorities, the
Agency proposad in the preamble to the
April 10, 1988 proposed rule (30 FR
141181, a rwvised policy for iisting of
rim.“m? ml? on the NPL. Under

¢ proposed policy. listing on the NPL
of RCRK?nhtod sites weu?d be deferred
untl the Agency determined that RCRA,
corTective action measures were nat
liksly to succeed due to factors sutlined

o the following para h.
On june 10. 1'9930 (ﬁ‘& 210571 EPA

announced several aew components of
the RCRA/NPL deferml policy foe
placing RCRA-requiated fac:litivs on the
MNBEL. Cortain RCY faciiities ot whuch
Subtitle § corrective action Jutzamtieg
e avaiitbie ‘vould guneraily be listed
if *aey had 11 HRS scors ol 28.30 or
jreater and feil within «t o35t 300 of the
ollowing categones: (1] Ficilities
owned by persons who have
demonstrated an inability to finance s
cleanup s evidencad by thew
invocation of the bankrupicy (aw ‘
facilities that have lost iuthonzatidEta
operute, or (ar which there i
additional indications 1hat the owneror
operator will be unwilling to undertake
corrective action; or (3) facilities.
analyzed on a cass-by-case basis. whose
OWRALS OF Operators Bave a clear histery
ofun
ng:' Agency also recognized that
facilities claarly not subject to RCRA
Subtitle C corrective action authorities
would be sligibls for Usting on the NPL.
tncluding those that ::s treating,
storing or dlsposing of hazardous wastes
pcios to November 19, 1980 (the -
affective date of the RCRA bazardous
wasts regulaticas), aad sites at which
oaly material axsmpted from the
statutory oe tory definjtion of
solld wuste or us waste e
Id. 1o sdditton, RCRA

wasts handlers to which

Subdtls C corrective sction authorities

gensrn oot required
ooty S.Iﬂ ’tﬁmf.bl?!:tm ld.
permit, Y

On june 24,1 {83 FR 23980} and
Octobar 4, 1389 {54 FR 41004), EFA
revised the NWWRCRA de

AR000629 ‘
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and (4) converters.? 1o the juna 24, 1982,

revision. EPA also recognizad that sites
where RCRA corrective action may aot
apply to all contamination are eligible
for listing (33 FR 239484k -

On August 9. 1988 (53 FR 3ocoz),
EPA proposed additional revisions 10
the policy concerning citacia to
determine if an owrer of operator is
unable to pay for corrective action. No
final Agancy sction Bas beea taken on

sed revisions. .
m%’; R?gﬁ: 9. 1988 (43 FR 30008). in

- 2 separate Federal Ragister notice. EPA

also furtier revised a portion of the
NPL/RCRA defarral policy relating to
the dmmi.m:.%n ';‘ tl.n.nwilli.ng:;sc:."l'ho
Agency speci circums
ugdc:!vlgch RCRA sites may be listed
on te NPL if an owner/operator's
unwiilingness to undertake cocrective
action is established through
aoncompliance with one or more of the
following: (1) A Federal or subsiandaily
uivalent state unilateral

:zmuumnivo order n&mﬂn g

or the facility

. corrective action, alt

awnersopecstor has exhausted
administrative due process rights: (2) &
Feceral or substantially equivalent State
unilatera! administrative order requiring
corrective action, if the facility owner/
operator did not pusrsue administrative
dus process rights within the specified
time: (3] an initie! Federal oc State
preliminary injunction or other judicial
order requiring corrective action: (4} s
Federal or State RCRA permit condition
requiring corrective action aftar the
facility owner/operstoc has exhausted
administrative due process rights; or (3}
a fizal Federal or State consent decTes
or administrative order on consent
requiring corrective action after the
exbaustion of disputs resolution

procadures.

EPA also may depart fom the abave
criteria OB & case-by-case basis whers
CERCLA suthorities arw daterminad to
be more appropriate than RCRA,
suthorities for up s sits. (Sew;
e.g.. 38 FR 3802, February 11, 1091).

'Noa- of late Hlary arw Bwilitios that wers

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 200
Environmental protection. Air

pollution control, Chemicals, Hazardous

materials. intergovernmaental relations,
Natural tesources, Oil pellutoa.
Reporting and recordkeeping

_ requirements, Supsrfund, Wasts

treatment and disposal, Water poliutioa
control. Watsr supply.

Authority: 42 U.S5.C. 9608: 42 U.8.C. 0820
1A U.8.C. 13212 £.0. 11738, I CTFR,
1971=197% Comp.. p. 793; £.0. 12380, 3 CFR.
1987 Comp.. p. 193,

Cated: March 8, 1998,

Elldott P. Laws,
Assistant Administrator. Cffice of Solid Waste
and Emergency Response.

“[FR Do, 95~8873 Filed 3=17-93; 8:43 am|

WLLNG OOOR $A-40-8-

40 CFR Part 300
(FRL$174-2]

National Qif and Hazardous
Substnces Contingency Man;
Nationat Priorities List Updats

AQENCY: Environmental Protection '
Agency.

ACTION: Notice of deletion of a site from
the national priorities lst.

SUMMARY: The Eavironmental Protection
Agency (EPA] announces tha deletion of
the Kent Clty Mobile Home Pack Slte in
Kent City, Michigan kom the National
Priorities List (NPL). The NPL is
Appendix B of 40 CFR 300 which
is the National Oil and us
Substances Contingency Plan (NCP)
which EPA prom c?ud pursuant to
section 103 of the Comprehensive
Eavironmental Response, .
Compensation, and Lisbility Act of 1990
(CERCLA), as unsnded.
EFECTIVE DATE: March 20, 1998,
POR FURTHEA INFORMATION CONTACT:
Baity G. Lavis, Remedial Project
Manager (HSE=8]); Wasts ent
Division; Emergency Responss ;
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency.

$; 77 Wast [ackson Boulevard:

. [L 808043390, Phons (312)
888-T183.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFOAMATION: The EPA
identifles sites which l{&«: to present
s significant risk to pub
weifare, ar the environment and it
maintaing the NPL as the list of those
sites. Sites on the NPL may be the
subject of Hazardous Substance
Response Trust Pund (Fund} financed
remadial actions. Any sits deletad Som
tha NPL remains eligible for Fund-
fnanced remedial actions in the
unlikaly eveat that conditians at the ¢te
warrant quch sction. :

Section 300, 88{c)(8} of the NCP states
that Fund-flaanced actions may be

taken at sites deleted Som the NPL.

The site EPA deletes fom the NPL I
the Kent City Mobile Home Park Site in
Kent City. Michigan, :

An explanation of the criteris for
deleting sites from the NPL was
presented in section II of the November
8. 1994, Notics of latent to Delets FR ,
Doc. No. 94=276847. A description of the
site and bow it meets the criteria for
deletion was presented in'Section [V of
that notice.

‘The closing date lor comments on the
Notice of Intent to Dalete was December
7, 1964,

EPA recaived cae comment oo the
deletion of the Kent City Mobile Home
Puk Site ko the NPL.

Comment: Commenter states they wre
“concerned by the proposal to abandon
L cachon tnrachlonde contaminated
weil” at the site becauss “groundivater
is a valuable rescurce for present and
future generations and that groundwater
contamination should thereforebe -
remediated whenever possible.”

Response: EPA appreciates the
concarn and strongly agrees that

undwater Is a valuable resource: it is

A's pelicy to promote peotectioa of
qur foundwmr retource and 1o restare
ussble goundwater to beneficial use -
whenever possible. Howaever, at the
Kant Clty site, the lavel of
contamination is 30 low and the area of
contamination so localized, that
remediation is aot practicak.

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 300

Eavircamental protection. Hn.wdoua
wasta.

PART 300-—~{AMENDED]
" 40 CFR part 300 is amended as
follows: past ‘

1. The authority citation for past 300
coatinues to read as follows.

Authority: 42 U.S.C 0601-9637: 13 USC
1321(d); £0. 11735, 16 PR 21242: LO.
12580, 53 FR 1822: L.O. 12777, 38 FR 34732,

Appendix B—{AMENDED|

1. Table 1 of Appendix B to part 300
is amanded n:?; t.hlonpg;hr
Kant City Home Pack Sita. Xent
City, Michigan.

Duted: March 8, 1905
Oavid A, Ullrich,

Acting Regional Administratoe, U.S. EPA,
RegionV,

lﬂummm:—w—u;u«d
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